Branch II.]                            SPINOZA.                                   283
from its substantive ground, just as we reach the properties of particular spaces from defined modifications of the universal? The analogy was sufficiently promising to induce an attempt to extract the All from the One.
The analogy, however, is misleading. Granting that in our minds the words Space and Substance both stand for a priori ideas, and that beyond our minds they stand for real existence, there is yet this difference between them; that the one is single and absolute, the other is but a member of a pair, and only relative; the necessity of the one is unconditional^ the necessity of the other is conditional. If you think of a quality, attribute, or phenomenon, you must think of a Substance that has it: the idea is of a relation, as much as the idea of father and child, of back and front; but, in the absence of phenomenon or quality, there is no need and no room for substance in our thought, any more than for a back where there is no front, or likeness where there is but unity. But there is no such condition attached to your thinking of Space and cognising it as real: you cannot think at all, even of Nothing, without its being there : whatever else you discharge from your presence, you cannot clear it out; and if you could, it would carry away Substance too. Substance, in the world of being is conditional on Space, and in the world of thought on quality or perceived phenomenon; Space is conditional on nothing, and is the condition of all else. Relative indeed to the thinking Ego it may be (in order to provide for Kant's doctrine); but in the non-ego it is absolute, which Substance is not.
And hence results a further difference. When you have said that Substance is the ground of quality, you have assigned to it its only predicate; there is no more to be said about it; nor is this proposition fruitful of ulterior ones, unless you like to take it in the inverse direction and say that quality inheres in Substance. As a principle of further knowledge it is altogether barren. If it were susceptible of analysis, it would yield only the components of its meaning, and no definite qualities. But Space, as the ground of